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FISCAL SUMMARY

ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON STATE FUNDS

FUND AFFECTED FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
Total Estimated
Net Effect on All
State Funds $0 $0 $0
ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDS
FUND AFFECTED FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
Total Estimated
Net Effect on All
Federal Funds $0 $0 $0
ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON LOCAL FUNDS
FUND AFFECTED FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
L ocal Gover nment $0 $0 $0

Numbers within parentheses: (') indicate costs or |0sses.
Thisfiscal note contains 4 pages.
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FISCAL ANALYSIS

ASSUMPTION

Officias of the Office of Prosecution Services stated that any new action for County
Prosecutors could be absorbed with aurrent appropriation levels.

Officials of the Office of State Courts Administrator assumes no fiscal impact on the State's
Courts.

Officials of the City of West Plainsassumes no fiscal impact.
Officials of the City of St. Peters assumes there would be legal, and election costs.

Oversight assumes this proposal is procedural and would have no state impact. Local
governments woud have no additional impact.

FISCAL IMPACT - State Government FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
(10 Mo.)

$0 $0 $0

FISCAL IMPACT - Loca Government FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
(10 Mo.)

$0 $0 $0

FISCAL IMPACT - Small Business

No direct fiscal impact to small businesses would be expected as a result of this proposal.
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DESCRIPTION
This bill revises the law governing the removal of elected officials of third and fourth class cities.
The bill:

(1) Requires consent of atwo-thirds majority of acity coundl to remove an elected city official;
(2) Listssevera specific adions which justify removing an elected official from office;

(3) Allowsacity council, with the consent of atwo-thirds majority, to remove an employee, and
allows amayor, with the consent of a simple majority of the council, to remove an

employee. Current law allows only the removal of appointed officers;

(4) Establishesaprocess alowing any person to file an affidavit with the city clerk, aleging
facts that would warrant impeachment of a city official;

(5) Prohibits acourt from enjoining or restraining any impeachment proceeding
(6) Allows an impeachment judgmert to be appealed directly to the court of appeds;

(7) Allows city councilsto appoint acity resident to replace an impeached eleded official,
pending apped;

(8) Requires city councils to appoint a special prosecutor to prosecute an impeachment;
(9) Requires city councilsto pay the attorney's fees of any defendant who is acquitted;

(10) Requires some procedura issues of theimpeachment proceeding to be determined by a
magjority voteof the city council;

(11) Grantscity councils subpoena and contempt powers; and

(12) Setsforth various notice requirements, procedure, and time restrictions for impeachment
proceedings.

Thislegidation is not federally mandated, would not duplicate any other program and would not
require additional capital improvements or rental space.
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